REMARKS 

By this amendment, claim 1 is amended to clarify the expression relating to polypeptides 
whose encoding sequences differ because of degeneracy in the genetic code; claim 13 is split into 
two claims (13 and 96) , each reciting a single base SEQ ID NO; claim 15 is amended to include 
parenthetical language relating to the acronyms; claim 21 is amended to remove alternate claiming to 
new claims 95 and 98; claim 67 is amended to recite "fall complement" in accordance with the 
Examiner's suggestion; claim 72 is amended to change format to italics; and claim 77 is amended to 
remove an optional process to a dependent claim (94), Claims 97 is added to parallel subject matter 
claimed in claim 14. No issue of new matter arises. 

Examiner Interview Summary 

Applicants express their gratitude for the courtesies extended to their representative in 
scheduling and conducting the September 8 3 2 0 08 interview. The substance of the interview is 
incorporated in the following remarks. 

Claim Objection 

Claims 1 5 13, 15, 72 and 77 were objected to as indicated in the August 21, 2008 Office 

Action. 

Degeneracy of the genetic code, i.e., a plurality of codons may encode a single amino acid 
residue, was discussed relating to claim 1. Claim 1 is amended in accordance with language 
suggested by the Examiner during this discussion. 

Claim 13 was discussed with reference made to recombinant DNA that might no be in a 
vector, for example a DNA with recombination elements attached. Claim 13 is amended in 
accordance with a suggestion by the Examiner. 

Claim 15 is amended to include spelled out meanings for the acronyms. 

Claim 72 is amended to incorporate the italics as requested by the Examiner. 

Claim 77 is amended to remove the expression "where appropriate" and to improve 
antecedent basis expression as suggested by the Examiner. 
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Rejections under 35 USC §112 

Claims 1 , 5, 1 3-1 6, 21 , 67 and 72-77 were rejected under 35 USC §112, first paragraph. This 
written description rejection referred to the "genus of sequences that could be derived from SEQ ID 
NO: 111 and 141" and with reference to claim 67 to the recitation of complements. The "derived 
from" language has been deleted from the amended claims. Claim 67 is amended in accordance with 
the Examiner's suggestion. This rejection is thereby believed to have been obviated. 
Reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection are respectfully requested. 

Claim 72 was additionally mentioned with respect to conditions to be met regarding the 
mentioned deposit. Applicants believe that the Miscellaneous Incoming Letter (Statement in Support 
of Biological Deposit) meets these conditions. However, if a further statement is required, 
Applicants respectfully request the Examiner to contact their representative using the information at 
the end of this paper to precisely discuss the proposed language of any further statement deemed 
necessary. Reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection are respectfully requested. 

Claims 21 and 67 were rejected under 35 USC §112, second paragraph. Claims 21 and 67 
were amended above in accordance with the Examiner's suggestions. The rejection is thereby 
believed to be obviated. Reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection are respectfully requested. 

Rejection under 35 USC §102 

Claim 1 was rejected under 35 USC §102 as allegedly being anticipated by Hara. This 
rejection was "based on the broad recitation of a sequence derived from the sequences 1 1 1 or 141 . 
Current claims 1 does not include the "derived from" language. This rejection is hereby believed to 
have been obviated. Reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection are respectfully requested. 

Conclusion 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, Applicants respectfully request 
reconsideration and withdrawal of all pending rejections. Applicants respectfully submit that the 
application is now in condition for allowance and request prompt issuance of a Notice of Allowance. 
Should the Examiner believe that anything further is desirable that might put the application in even 
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better condition for allowance, the Examiner is requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone 
number listed below. 



No fees not otherwise provided for are believed to be necessitated by the instant 
response. However, should this be in error, authorization is hereby given to charge Deposit 
Account no. 18-1982 for any underpayment, or to credit any overpayments. 



sanofi-aventis U.S. Inc. 

Patent Department 

Route #202-206 / P.O. Box 6800 

Bridgewater, NJ 08807-0800 

Telephone (908)231-3776 

Telefax (908)231-2626 

Docket No. FRAV2002/0028 US NP 



Fees 



Respectfully submitted, 




George ^Jones, Re^. No. 38,508 
Attorney for Applicant 



-7- 



